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ABSTRACT , 

To explore tHe concept of lexical collocation, or 
relationships between words, a study was conducted based on three 

assumptions: (1) that a text structure for a unit of discourse was 

analogous to that existing at the level of the sentence, (2) that 

such a text form could be discovered if a large enough sample of 

generically similar texts was examined, and (3) that such an = 

analogous text form could be found by studying the relationship 

between lexical collocation and topic/comment sequence. Bditorial 

columns from newspapers as diverse as "The Wall Street Journal" and 

"The Charlotte Observer" were collected and read over a nine-month 

period. A team of readers was then asked to select 100 particularly 

well-written texts. Each selected piece was examined for the make-up 

and location of each nfajcr lexical set; the location of topic and 

comment, theme and rheme, and agent and action within each sample 

sentence; and the way in which these major lexical sets were 

distributed within topic/comment, theme/rheme, and so forth. Results } 

seemed to support the hypothesis that when a lexical set regularly = / 

occurs within the topic portion of sentences, the lexical set will be / 

seen as the causal agent or structure principle of that particular 

text. Similarily, when a lexical set regularly occurs within the 

comment section of sentences, the lexical set will be perceived as 
representing the point of that text. (Copies of two texts that were 

analyzed are appended.) (HOD) \ 
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Operating Definittons and«Limits 
Fér ny. euenieed, lexica] sensei nt is the same as 


for Halliday and Hasan: "The cohesive effect of such pairs 
‘depends not so} much on any syStematic semantic relationship 
as on their teudeaey 3 share the same lexical environment, 
to occur in COLLOCATION with one another."+ TRey wrote 
that "any two, lexical items having similar patterns of 


collocation--that is, tending to appear in similar con-. 
, ; 


‘texts--will generate a cchesive force if they occur in 
‘ v 


n2 


edjacent sentences. It is with this last statement 


that I’ wish to mene excepticn. I nave found that col- 


locational cohe#fon'is achieved beyond adjacent sentences, 


that. it occurs throughout segments or chunks of a next, 


re 


cfien spanning many lines. Like interlace in poetry, 
. ( : 


' 
perhaps, this,collocationel. cohesion depends on something 
cther than structure in its ordinsry sense. [| see this 


Vv 
collocational cohesicn, the kind cohsidered most specula- 


' : *) 
tive by Halliday and Hasan, as being a kind of semantié 
interlace that provides texts with their texture--tneir 


Sia a dundicnnsates or lexical form. 


By text, I mean any unit of discourse longer ape the 
sentence. By lexical set, I meen a chain or pattern of 
_ lexical items which exhibit a meaning tfelation to one 


. another. A lexical pes is thugs a cohesive chain, and 


Gu 
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meaning derives or accrues from. the’ sequence of words because 
there is a eT ey, synthesis of the elements within the | 
shared lexical bet sauenits More simply, lexical sets, 

as I am using the tera, are chains of words sharing the 

same meaning contexts ‘These chains or sets can span 

geeat distances within 4 particular text and are. not 

limited to aijacent sententes as Halliday and Hasan 

claimed. Rather, they are capable of spanning tens 


em : 
of sentences, even paraprraphs and chunks of discourse. 


Topic, as I am using the term, refers to "that about 
which the writer will. assert something." The topic 3 
cheracteristically the first noun phrase in a clause and 
usually the subject. In carefully constructed English 
sentences--the bed you are likely = find in the profes- 


sionally written editorials I- examined--topic often cor- - 


dy 


responds to the older, less surprising information--to 

what textlinguists call theme. In echutatng ibeae care- 
fully constructed English sentences, then, we can expect 

a certain correspondence between topic and subject, topic 
and agent, topic and first noun phrase, and topic and older 


information (theme). 


Similarly, comment, as I am using the term, refers 
to "that which the writer asserts [about a topic] ."4 As, 


Joseph Williams and others have pointed out, this canon- 


Addison-3 


~~ 


> 
ical sequehce would ‘roughly equate comment and predieases 


sounent and action/goal, comment and verb phrase, and ° 
comment and newer, less we.1 known information--whet 
textlinguists call rheme. Thus, two levels of rhetorical 
structure--topic/comment and theme/rheme--can be arrayed 
with two levels of syntactic-semtntjc structure--subject/ 
verb/action and agent/action/goal. Because such corres- 
pondences in structure exist at the level of the sentence 
(the nicrostructural level), I wanted to know if units 
‘of discourse larger than' the sentence (texts) possessed. 


& 
an analogous form. 4 
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Assumptions With Which’ I Began My Study 

My most basic assumption -when I began the study of 
editorial texts was that (1) Bees structure or form 
existed for a,unit of discourse ‘as -a whole that 7a 
analogous to'that which existed at the level of the 
sentence; (2) that such a text form could be discovered 
af t examined a large enough.sample Of ee tee ; 
similar texts; and (3) that the key to Saneing such. 
an analogous text form lay in the relationship Tate en 
lexical collocation at topic/conment, sequence. 


e 


Direction of the Study 
For the past gene months, I have collected and read 
editorial columns from newspapers as diverse as The _ Wall 


Street Journal and The Charlotte Observer. After Soltaets 


~ 


cn 
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’, “ing hundreds of these columns, .I had a team.of readers 


select one hundred texts that were ‘particularly well- 


( 


; ; ae 
written. For each selected piece, I examined three - 


things: (1) the makeup and location of each ma jor to te ie 
rs lexical set or chain; (2) the hanadiene: oe topic and 

snumanti diese and rheme, and agent and action within F 

each seuphets sibueeheeds and (3) the way in which these° - . 


. 7 : : e 
major lexical sets were distributed within topic/comment, 
theme/rheme, etc. “But because I believed that the key 


to finding the form I sought lay in topic/comment, 1 


, looked particularly at this division., — tg 
eee aS My direction was new to discourse analysis becsuse, 
although others--notably van Dijk, Williams, and Yitte-- ~ ‘ 


have suggested the importance of sentence topic to. oyerail 
' | structure or form ipcheate, nothing has appeared on it. - 
Most research in this prea, sich as that of Firbas, Fries, 
and Clark and Havilanc, has focused on*lexical item dis- . 
tribution within er of old and new information. 
Because there is correspondence, anyway, between topic 
. and comment and “theme and rheme, just as there is corres- 
pondence between topic and comment and agent and setions’ 
‘ | I selected topic/cqnment as the key because it subsumed 
fie othere and was (ie nedbent thing to macrostructure 
within the et eee ere and comments, like Lenten 
sets, fall into the nexus between nacrostructure and 
A microstructure. I inva, when I began to consider 
t 


the project, that within this gray area I would’ dis- 


’ 


cover the key to overall form. 
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{itebrntion of Method and Statement of Findings —y .. 


In order to illustrate how the analysis was done for 
each sample text, I would like to refer to two figures, labeled 
Figure 1 and Figure 2. The two texts are fairly representative 
of my sample of. one aa a For each of the two texts, I have 
done three things: (1) I have identified the major lexical sets 
with a distincitve Pee ve (2) I have place an asterisk or double 
asterisk before the first word and after the last word in each 
“set; and (3) I have marked with a virgule te division between 
topic and comment in each sentence. . | 

By léoking at these’ two figures, we’ can discover the important 
findings I made*in the larger study. i will tentatively say, then, 
that the remarks I make about these two texts are representative: 
of the editorial columns I examined. Whether or not these Pemanies 
are representative of the editorial as a spec¥es of written dis- 
course is a conclusion which awaits a larger. sample. 


; If we now turn to Figure 1, a’ column by Arnold Packer appear- 
ing this past January 11983), we notice two dominant lexical sets, 
those which I have eve LEe A and B.. Although there are other 

minor sets, I have sectaea, ‘to simplify the figure by marking, wane 
the two important ones Set A, marked with a single underscore, 

/ consists: of items having to do with new computer technology. 

Set B, marked with a double underscore, consists of items having 
to.do with the ignored needy. This text, because it is so sjmple, - 
Se exertion’ for illustration; essentially, it is:made ur of et 


’ 


major sets. Others, far more complex lexically, contain six 


f 
or more. . .* xf 
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- If we look at how far the two sets extend in the 
text; we see chat both are distributed-pretty much 
throughout. That si although set A, made oR of items 
: about new computer “technology, starts peture and ends 
after set B, both sets span over 550 words. Each set 
is denser at some points and sparser at others, but 
the bunching of items within es set-occurs more in 
Segments or chunks of discourse than in orthographic 
paragraphs. ‘° 2% 

Looking now, at the third thing I have done with 
each _e we find that set A regularly occurs‘in the 
topic of sentences (59% occurrence). And set B regu- . 
larly occurs in the comment of sentences (78% occurrence). 
Fries pointed aut in he that if a lexical set regularly uo 
occurs with the old information then that set would be 
perceived as ‘the method of development of that text and 
thet if a lexical set regularly occurs with the new in- 
formation then that set would be perceived as forming 
farb ot the point cre idea) of that ‘text.° Although 


~ 


this discovery works well enough with narrative texts 

‘and shines narrator-dominated ferns. af discourse; At 

does not explain the way non-narrative forms work. 

What I have done, then, is to both extend and padlock’ 
Fries! hypothesis. Rewbated, it is this: "When a lexical 
set regularly occurs Within the topic pentias of sentences, 
that lexical set will be.seen as the causal agent or | 
structural principle of that particular text; swat aay x. 


when a lexical set regularly.occurs within the comment 


; eo & § 
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section of sentences, that lexical set will be perceived 
as representing the point of that text." In Text 1, which 
is titled "Computer Revolution Bypassing the Needy," 
set A, by penwlanty occurring in the topic portion of 
sentences, is seen as the eoueal agent or structural 
priacipie of the piece. That is, the set regularly 
oceirritiz Hao the topic, the set made up of items re- 
lating to the ignored needy, tells the reader that the 
point of this editorial text has to do with the needy .,. 
being bypassed. Of course, in an, editorial column 
with oniy two major sets, determining such a thing 
hag not seem of great importance. But what about an 
editorial column much more lexically complex--c column 
where there are six major seis, any of which might carry 
the burden of meaning and. form? 
Figure 2 provides the illustration. Here ws have 
a coluinn written by James Fallows titled "Two Military 
Challenges Reagan ig Avoiding." The column appeared in 
The New Yerk Times ahead two years’ ago. For this text, 
{T have marked four major lexical séts, byt I could have 
marked at least two more. The piece is both lexically 
complex, and, according to a team of-readers, very well 
written. Set A, marked with‘a single underscore, consists 
ont items having to do with the Reaper ddwinieiceeeen: | 
Set B, marked with a double underscore, consists of itéms 
having to do with a bonded, cohesive fighting force. 
Set C,-set off in parentheses, is made up of items eetitia 


38 do with military challenges. Set D, set off in square 


sa 
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brackets, is made up of items having to do with beth the 


volunteer force ‘and its opposite, the draft. Other major 
sets that I could have shown, but for the lack of space, - 
are the one. containing items having to do with machines 4 
and the one containing items having to do with spending. 

If we now bork to the span of ‘the sets. we anbiee 
something different from what we found in Text 1. Here 
the sets are not of’ the same lengths in fact, their 
lengths are quite varied. Set ¢, for instance, made 
up of items: having to do with military cheticibes, covers 
only.140 words. Set B, dealing wath. 2: Bonded fighting 
force, spans 475 vords. We notice, too, thet the sets 
are bunched as they were in Text l, but even in a nore 
pronounced. way. Each of the four sets in. Téxt 2° is 


bunched or clustered at a greater density een either, 


’ of the two: sets in Text I. apes again, re clustering, as 


Oftexical itens cqnforms not to PEVAvEra Dna G paragraphing 


but to stadia. or chunks ae discourse, and such grouping 


suggests something about, overall.form im these texts. 


if es now look’ at the third thing I hayey done with 
a 


Figure 2, We Pind that set A, chaving to do with the Reagan 


Adninistratiai, regularly occurs iff the ‘topic section, of 


. 


sentences (100% occurrence). Based on ny restated hypo- 


BHEBAS 5 then, set As regularly occurring in: the topics 


rust represent or be perceived as representing Bg eit 

tive agent or structural principle in. gas text. Thus, 
a 

in Fallows! article, the causative adept is the Reagan 7 


+ 


Administration (this séens. analogous to the agent/action 
- : a AN J ok 
2 r, Le aU 
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order at the microstructural’ level), and items having. ae: 
to do with the Reagan Administration atipply the causative 
principle or structural cohesion for the discourse. 
If we now turn to set B, we find that it regularly occurs. 
4n the comment portion of sentences (79% occurrence). 
‘Thus, this set, el to do with “echestve, bonded fighting 
. fore, myst represent the point or.major issue of the 
a 7 text. But, according to my readers! responses, bonds 
or bonding is only one'of the two major points of the 
article. The other is the draft. 
si In order to understand this potential problem, we 
“need to ‘look a little further. Set D, consisting af 
ae ee to do \with the ‘volunteer force and the 
-draft, regularly occurs in the comment section of 
eg senténces (71% occurrence); thus; it, too, must repre- 
sent part oe the point of the text. In fact, most 
cf my readers select he unique oceitrrence | of the item the 
.draft--the last word in the column's 680 words--when 


questioned about the point of the article. In such 
‘a, lexically complex text as'this, ‘then, we Stance 
that the point is multiple. - Not only is part of She 
point contained in sete 8 and D, but part of it, havaing 
to do. with 1 -challenges, is contained in’ ‘set C, 


which regularly occurs (75% sedurmentel in the conment 


of uhibe wee, 


#Conelusions: - , - 
y _ SO, we have discovered that we. can | ascertain beth_ the 


secter et daisies or Legiealily governed form of an editorial. 
' ee eee ie : 11 


% 
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text and its point by looking at how the lexical sets 

occur in the topic and comment sections of sentences. 

We have also discovered a iy to bridge the we between 
microstructural ahd macrostructural relationships. If 

a reader follows my three-step procedure by (1) identifying . 
the major lexical sets of a text, (2) determining the 
topic/comment division within sentences, and (3) seeing 
how the Hidividual sets are distributed within the topic 
gnd ¢omment portions of sentences, he will have discovered 
the key to form in the generic editorial column. We 

can hypthesize further that the overall form of a specific 
kind of discourse can be discovered by extending what 

we already know about syntagmatic relationships and 

form at the sentence level and applying it in conjunction 
with lexical analysis of texts. When the necessary studies 
are done, I think we will find that lexical arrangement 

in texts plays a far more important role in the determina- 


tion of form and meaning than has hitherto been thought. 
: ‘ £ ' 


12 
G 


Notes 


o 


“WeAsks Haliiday and Ruqa&iya Husan, Cohesion in English 
(London: Longman, 1976), p. 286. ° 


“Halliday, ps 2065 


3 Soseph M. Williams, "Nuclear Structures in Discourse," 
an unpublished paper, p..7. 


AWilliams 7 
r) pe . A 


Sea, for example, Joseph M. ‘Williams, Style: Ten Lessons 
in Clarity and Grace (Glenview, Illinois: Scott, Foresman, 
5 1981), pp. 119-124.; Teun van Dijk, Sentence Topic and 
Discourse Topic (University of Amsterdam Department of No “ 
Literary Studies, mimeographed), to be publi \ned in Papers \ 
in Slavic Philology, 1976; Stephen :. Witte ahd Lester 
Faigley, "Coherence, Cohesion, and Writing Quality," 


College Composition and Communication, 32 (May, 1981), 
(= 189-204. 


Peter H. Fries, "Patterns and Interpretation," unpub- 
lished ms. draft (Central Michigan Univ., 1979), p. 71. 


13 


AA 


eel Sy 


Cai 


Py ARNOLD PACKER 


Washington Po 


| 
ihe he year 19S. fwas the oj les, 
He voar, and 

“ i Srnven ben : ere voy ve 
ra sift e even better. Pla « ( 
weil Fo ‘able tu act the rartcol << 
echatccters in thair fevonte TV 
shows while a minreram 


ce Nines 


Tous Ine SAry SUR 
sponee "o plavers’ Cecisions. Chil. wor vill the new tecksalan, pechine to 
dren ity better-off homes and of Fry _ ne nD: Prewe dikasadive Yen Ihe 
schools /iti USA MieeNen LS, threaten: 7 National Science Fauna 
to widlén the yan between them io ite work grr nanced an evaluation of thistéay 
dod recat oar ve .rasters nee cake by pityor in teaching college-level 
€ ogi icin Plee Ciadeant.c q oan amporisd WT penere tales, Studentsfait access to 
== aly have to rele cifalver inore dciwive vised reduced their 
Uniertunataiva < traditional meibeds of traning, foi. time by 20-40%) while 
othe; 3 ebeNs when thes can pet that. ' 9 Haein 15- 
sot he ‘Pande Entice ty Sa earwernatd Jay 36 Her than tha the con- 
resuce PAD: mG i madd ue. trel peoup are 
mon Dates are Sy ah my the Torrie, tie mica! te fee. Moss 2/ Ustd I) Tm mili 
ketal Fa Waite BM gee = Save ~ Tiles, bata vd drug companies. 
Re HORE, 9 BS aeons ill turs Toone Ti i ted to sui GM cars bata 
weir attennon to mpAoving the row. rer ful ovie! bs @ Coy tegen sg. er als 
work sills of, the 72 inilion ‘ icofworks. 


Recently, v@ E duction Test- 
ing Service sized the results of 
a four-vecf study of the benefits 


Americans ‘ah¢ are Lin tonal. 


ait, Thos wv ho fii 
‘Thing, Sophisticated 


the 
make the substuntia' 


sten) 


oan AS Ae. Wyre 3 {or om of 10 to 20 minutes of daily r A ; 
WHaaupa the “at is ; ay needed In .campu 
a eae neir puter ert in muthematics, read- WE verze 4 
so het T Fee AT taillion Ing and Tanguace skills for nor weeny seh echoes 
° ' : 


m efir 
_e@rementary sclicul childresy cin pape not CO id th 
Los Augcies. The resi. faere a‘ sei ee 


improvements of 15 to 40'%, aver 


fruatinvecstrient. 


pee control wroups. 
1 uce The duct technalosy. /com- “vcudemic snes as 
lc bines a Saray : ain Mite Blving, a small advand: to a 


ee ee 


to do with the new 


items h 


aving connuter 


Set B: items having to do with the i;nored necay 


Time rey Sea, of Failure to apply new computer technalggy to training 
and educating the unskilled. uneducated and unem- 


is. sneer There is powerful evioence 


hh 
The reasons for the Lasse fri 
simpl> Neither the privale@nor 


public sectowf orgunized to 
investment 
d_vicroa 


and 


furtadle with 


Ww 7. 


Walt yer tear or 


academic writer rather 


known 
than plunking down $250.000 for 
a project ina relatively pow ny 
nolozy. 

Companies habitually 
invest in trating. A ma 


chain / recently decide 
Pench’ Erctish to new tfaitian 


ee 
r hotel 


losing them once 
ines Frere equipped lo £0 elsc- 
whefe. 

Our federally financed training 
syste mfccds a way to bring the 


benefits oLosuztechnalasy to the 


‘problems of jteracy aud too 


Lraining. 
——eae 
Increase Productivity 

Thyre is-a widely recognized 
need increase ‘provuctivity so 
that/ the, output of American 
workersfs competitive In the jn- 
ternatiofial marketplace, ay ie 
joct the alternatives of either fro- 


tectionism or a continuing 
increcse in structural poemulas- 


spent. The training efior, now 
ae be efficient and apply 
avaiwolesechaciocy, ae He) 
ensure th: t foniputers 


re used 


as mm ier ap 


The writer, former as-tstatt 
secretury of labor in the Carter 
administration, is head of Inter- 
active Truining Inc. A 


ee | 


a 


BL ae 


* PWASHINGTON -- I " s eeadustion — 

address ul West Polat ident p- 
anfrocn:: haslred Sie Gouri. cation 
to Mediocre money for defens-LSus- 
‘taining Ue nolyical meimentum fer 
sucb incre aies/nay. prove C:fficult:s 
still, (t wily vaeler than facirg tev 
fundarr ct) Gatieap y chatlenge: }uzat 
eto te ote sBS 69 Tar if wan 


a 
to avo 


alte 
"thay 


$s that/are effecuward those | 

erely Cust s lu: Gi mumzy,. ty- 
surety thet ps lasratpmeit gl 
,each service — the Amnyo sew 
“Abrams tack, the Navy's Tritent sub- 
‘manne esd F-18 figs: ter, the Air 
Force’: xX miss:is, F-15 Gip*ter, end 


| various" ‘emart” Buss iz lovee a 


EC ae 


‘comma pull one Tes we2nons Jost 
betwsea [70 anu 10 taser asm 23 
the systems they repisce tunel tech. 
cal wm; pextftets to beadicc pad 

we deliver os ad Ionze panes tn ve 
repairs* ops f G(r their Metormirccyis 
Detter sulted to comsputer-cimulafod 
war gimes thao to the tr pedictaau- 


combat:‘In Its propeal for incresued 


Riv Kies avy _ 


pes tor ne CCil es Sy: 

The epcoad challenys. Yo r.cre a'vi- 

i i“ CnC sn Disa ree tr ania 
quacs 

Ailinigh meosciy oc) Cscuctens of 


the United Stats selitnry | BG aK {3 
weamary, Ue Paid have cudisu the 


history cf con VAtor tuyere cml od 
rws COM i Cte wot 


r7a- 


crimes fx ie a an rarls £78 nen 
do ia: wes, Sena 


ti mgdnr. 1 TW meng ON 


A eon meee: 
hee 
Hint Ube ef. ver aie 
Sore deyp~e . ba fic ay "ht the 


creauca of Asiees cf bucor + hae MK widise. 2 


Tras SLsl Morea. Tay wuld 
In ringh at 4:73, letvera the patios 

eand tte olficere %2:0 lead (hem, noi 
betweee thesralbte ey asa we ars 
the nation ft stare. Toes fare as 
ze. Jes “ Roe ge he 
eer we ae AES OPT 8 
dcr | as 


ao is rie! 


«ra 


oir 


aS pl] wer Carr 


otek Le Ad ou. 


ts whofierula ¢) Obs 
game for thea. Armregyynl acniers 
to Utfeud ao niaie; ray cus ihe 
sacrifice. (hoy rates 


) Totsk with wie is ghe-. eyprio to 
hear ust the’ pres Soe 
ously eral di *: sn aL vent 
Volunt.cr tor) 
ers PL eehs 


One tenure : shalt CF eye a ats 
hemopin Cic ote et MF RIPE Se aes 
arroy. (fiat mi iary ores 7.8 fut can 


etser fps (he pus. poe BInCAR 


mideryeuds cicen serbia 
men +! rocges a 3 fos ult iat eed 
or, Pru Le a Ee, 
=— St eee 


» Lvs in town — 


RONG pe most Ghigo cf tnsea/ 
fave ete “ng boty 


Ity and 4, vorder that bave typ teedrcal ! 


Figure 2 


Th: pe far harder create when 
bal, &he enlisiat ff married and 

pd w4sro soldie.ts, like 
stbhor workers,/t.ve tho Nght to 


“setts” & 
‘When Prout Peso pmarierd 
ct West Foon vag owe “liter work: 


wig conditions” tor the Untted States 
reiitary, by refiscted the bel!-f chet 
the & ca0 ncentives that motlvate 
mest rte of whe lebor force ere n> | 
poensiate for th: military Gs well. 
Many woldlesfay that Weir duties ers 
ttverent frof. these of clytliacs and 
that while ficreassd puyf moay help 
comMnce skilled tecialc!ahs era noe 
cum missiaxed ofiteers tors entist, ifs 
finally so ampusstule to “buy? ae 4g: 


categ fottine forces WO lay ai- 
C sen? 

Oave bey crak 
enna tn another, 1aore complicated 


FAAS many ir ine amied forec7 are 
a ‘fury to astley, Contacte edie 
cereddice 2yTreternily givw 
ee OT Avent & vlan end the 
peer more to whom Itfnna contracted: 
iis do immse.? 
J preston Snot the perpectjye 
OF & lata) e's cclicge siudeat viofior 


reae’s partly of prirciote wud prty 
of ctpedLence, Lvoiied miliary serv- 
lea during Vieman.~ 

‘Ral Waynes thea — taut anusfatr 
pyvterm -/6 cc swscripucs facflected use 
Geigy cf th contict eet from tsee 
ein mest Mauence in cur soctety, 
Usrcoy cc retalizirg the Acmy snd 
emu 2 war — hw, seer bes in. 


situtle Takted tn mare ext sis. ferm 
t ref he waunicer forms gtfis ba 


Ovve Gwe Cxpenence ul hyve rs, 
TTR in spite uf st, that Yer ce coi: 
Cerny tomt U2 Ou. y spces of huv- 
"VCluniacr lero, 

o- 35'S Army fAT lets of o cross. 
tion of blac ame Nie clus: the 
erat. cteated etd laste wane: ty a 
et ‘AS the oscil 99 Charles Mos- | 
SCs pelos cat, Ge calisted mits | 
se Arc piry dv: ev pisee ta 
toa, or AmMen¢an fe tsiere fa tale 


weang I 


ths tvernge binerfts beter ecucaind 
thar the averwre Ghite: Me=awiila, a 
gsme'ter ard smpaller portion of edu- 
‘cated Am ceican roy ficthand nx | 
‘posure to the Whuacy sud ey ¢ irect/ 


tiaie in tte perfarmance rad the uses! 
ia ce deal ak G ‘= 


Spyoding more miosry ‘Gi the intll- 


Saiens 


wil my €orn It the vation’: re 
eee Sastre he cmitlon ota 


oe ar ron 
cralt dak 


a 


Jum cake oe Washington editor cf 


Tht Atlas “asbul or of “Site hime 
, 


ae ee . a sak 


~ Meewe + 


Set A: 


= 4 


r 


items having to do with 
the Reargam Administration 


Set B: items having to do with 


(ees 
oeu 


a_ bonded, cohesive figh*i 
— ——= —— iaanvanpunlomtense seaparenecameena™ [areas 


C: items having to do with 
(military challenges) 


D: items having to do with 
the volunteer force] and 


the draft; 
SS eerene 


